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the imagination by a false analogy. Yet, when it is con-
tended that the moral sentiments are ' reducible to' hedo-
nistic preference, that the conscience is nothing but a trans-
formed love of happiness and of the means of happiness,
that, in its real meaning the proposition c This is right* is
identical with * This is pleasure-giving] and that whatever
else it is supposed to carry is only semblance, is it not
evident that the contention does interpret the word by this
false analogy? Its whole object is to expunge from the
moral experience every element other than is found in the
sentient, and prove that the latter is adequate, without any
addition, to give a complete account of the former. The
hedonists accordingly show* a certain impatience of dis*
tinctly ethical language; the more plain-spoken and un-
flinching, like Bentham, treating it with derision, as a relic
of superstition, and proposing to strike such words as
* ought* from the vocabulary: the more considerate and
sympathetic preferring to translate the phraseology of morals
into terms of sentient and social well-being; as when'
Mr. Herber* Spencer construes ' Obligation' into the indis-
pensableness of using the means if we would get the end. This is
to strip bare the moral type of thought till you have the
naked natural animal, and to say, * There, that is the real
live truth, when you get the clothes orF Let us compare
this spurious conception of evolution with that of which
I have hinted the analysis.

When an animal consciously takes a step of evolution, it
emerges from a dull indistinctness into states no longer m-
dissolubly blended. The unity splits into a plurality, the
members of which are not alike, and among them are some
(or at least one) never present before; else there would be
no differentiation. New feelings or perceptions, then, have
appeared and been added to the creature's history. There
is more in them, then, than there was in the previous
undifferenced consciousness. * Has this increment, should
you say, the nature of illusion, or of emergence from
illusion? Suppose, for example that, as a naturalist has